GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
BOARD OF ZONIMG ADJUSTMENT

pplication Wo, 14703, of the Board of Trustees of the
Corcoran Gallery of Art, pursuant to 11 DOMR 3108.1 and
4107.%, for a special exception under Section H08 to allow
the additien of an office building with accessory parking te
an existing art gallery &nd variances from the floor aren
ratio requirements (Sub-section 531.1%, the maximum distance
allowed from a point where a court niche is less than § feet
wide formed by o semi-circular bay and an adjacent property
line (Sub-zection 536.58), the minimum width and area re-
gquirements of & closed court (Sub-szection 536.1) in an 3P-%
District at premises 50¢-530 - 1¥th Street, N.V., (Squaro
171, Lot 343,

HEARING DATL: December 8, 1987
DECIEION DATE: January B, 1588
DISPOSITION: The Board GRANTED the application by a

vote of 5-0 (John G. Parsons, Charles I,
Horris, Peula L, Jewell, William F.
telntosh, and Carrie L. Thornhilil to
grant).

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: April 29, 108%

The Board gronied the application with conditions by
its order dated Appril X9, 19%E5. On June 10, 1PEE, counsel
for United Unions, Ine., & party in opposition to the
application, filed = motion to =2tuy the effect of the
Evard's order pending appeal to the D.C., Court of Appeals.
In suppert of the motion to stay, counsel for the opposition
argues that denial of the moticen would regult in irreparable
harm because construction would be allowed to proceed and
would render its appeal filed with the D.C. Court of Appeals
on May 27, 1888 moot. The counsel for the opposition
further argued that the granting of the motlon to stay would
not cause irveparable harm in that it would merely presarve
the rfatus guo for both parties.

By submission received on June 24, 1985, counsel for
the applicant opposed the metion to stay. Ceunsel for the
applicant arpued that United Unions, Tne., had ample oppor-
tuniiy to argue its case, that the clear iszsues of fact and
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law were proparly and unanimously decided by the Board, and
the motion for stav is unwarranted.

Upon consideration of the motion and response thereto,
the Beoard concludes that counsel for the opposition has
foiled to demonstrate its entitlement to a stay of the
effectiveness of the Board's decision, According, it is
ORDERED that the motien to stay is hereby DENIED,.

DEQISION DATE: Julvy &6, 1288
VOTE: 4-10 (William F., Melntosh, Chorles B. Morris, and

Carrie L. Thornhill to deny; John G. Parsons
not present, not voting).

BY URDER OF THE D,.C, BOARD OF TONING ADJUSTRIENT

ATTESTED BY ! %{ B
. CURRY

Execut1v£ n1rectu

i

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: _ ok

UMNDER 11 DCMRE 31¢03.1, "NO DECISION OR ORDER OF THE BOARD
EHALL TAKE EFFECT UNTIL TEN DAYS AFTER HAVING BECOME FINAL
FURSUANT TCQ THE SUPPLEMENTAL RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE
GEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONIMNG ADJUSTMENT.™
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